This study aims (1) to determine the income and feasibility of cultivation business using minapadi system (2) to know the level of cost risk, income and profit of farming minapadi, (3) to know the development strategy of cultivation using minapadi system in Sleman District of Yogyakarta. To analyse and interpret the data, it used descriptive analysis method. The location of the research was determined purposively it was in Seyegan Sub District. The number of respondents in this research was 43 farmers which consist of 23 minapadi farmers and 20 non minapadi farmers. The analysis used in this research was income, feasibility, risk and SWOT analysis. The result of the analysis showed that the income and profit of minapadi farmers are more than the non-minapadi farmers. The feasibility analysis of farming system in conducting the cultivation using minapadi system and non minapadi system respectively at 1.43 and 1.27, so that these two businesses are worthy to run since the value of R/C ratio was more than 1. The risk analysis shows that in the farm integrating minapadi has lower risk of costs, revenues, and profits. The appropriate strategy for the development of minapadi farming is the S-T strategy which is by utilizing the strengths to minimize the threats. 
INTRODUCTION
The agricultural sector has a strategic role in the realization of food security at the national, regional, up to the household level. Among the many types of food, rice is still a staple food for most people cultivation. According to Supartama et al. (2013) use of water is one of the most important factors in the field of agriculture.
The availability of good water in the paddy fields will allow the utilization of the means of production to be more incentives, in addition the absorption of nutrient elements become more effective so as to provide greater productivity (Tahir et al., 2011) . Ghofur (2017) argued that fish farming by utilizing irrigation water will obtain a better result.
Farmers who cultivate rice using minapadi system will get two advantages of earning income from rice or from fish.
According to Hermawati (2016) , the cultivation with two commodities will increase farmer income and also reduce the risk of crop failures as well as market risk mainly by the prices of the products and means of production. When one type of plant harvested failed, farmers still have other products that are harvested. But cultivation using this minapadi system has a high risk whether it is from the production, cost, income or profit. Costs incurred by the farmers tends to be quite high because in one field, it cultivates two commodities at once. According to Kurniawan (2016) the activities of combining crops cannot minimize the risks compared to the farmers who practice cultivation with just one commodity.
The purposes of this study are (1) to determine the ratio of farmers' income who cultivate rice using minapadi system and non minapadi system, (2) knowing the risk level of cost, income and profit in the practice of cultivation using minapadi and non minapadi system,(2) the strategy development of the cultivation using minapadi system in Sleman District,
Yogyakarta

METHODS
The basic method used in this research was the analytical descriptive method in which the method focuses on solving the problems that exist in the present and on the actual problems. The collected data was initially compiled, described and then analyzed. Seyegan subdistrict was chosen as the research location because it is one of the areas that contribute to the rice production in Sleman District.
Seyegan Sub-district is also an area which conducts rice cultivation using minapadi system since 2011 and is a pilot area for minapadi system.
Respondents (Samples)
Respondents were chosen by using purposive method. The purposive method is the way of taking the research area by considering the reason of the research area.
Samples were taken from the farmers in 
Analysis Method
The data analysis method was used to know how much the comparison of the income of minapadi and non minapadi farmer and to know the feasibility of minapadi business using the farming analysis and then measuring how much the risk of cost, income and profit by using the risk analysis. Further analysis was conducted to find out the proper development strategy in minapadi farming using SWOT analysis (Strength, Weakness, Opportunity, and Threat).
a. The Analysis of farm income and feasibility
Farm costs
The cost of farming is the value of the use of production facilities and others that may be obtained by buying, so that the expenses are in the form of cash but there are also that the means of the production used are derived from the results of the farming itself. Cash costs generally cover fixed costs and variable costs.
Costs taken into account in this study are the costs which actually incurred in minapadi farming, including: the cost of purchasing the production facilities (seeds, fertilizers and pesticides), the cost of purchasing the equipment, the cost of the foreign workers, and the rent of the field.
According to Suratiyah (2015) , the total cost can be formulated as follows. 
Net Revenue
According to Ely & Darwanto (2014) Analysis of the income of farming provides 
Feasibility Analysis of Farming
To analyze the feasibility of farming, R/C ratio analysis was used.
According to Suratiyah (2015) , R/C ratio can be formulated as follows: According to Rangkuti (2011) , the SWOT analysis comparing between internal factors (strength and weaknesses) and external factors (opportunities and threats) that will result in four possible strategies, namely:
1. SO strategy (Strengths-Opportunities), the situation is very favorable. An attempt to have the opportunities and strengths that it can capitalize on existing strengths. The strategy should be applied in these conditions is a growth oriented strategy.
WO (Weaknesses-Opportunities)
Despite facing various threats, an effort still has strength in terms of internal.
Strategies that should be applied is a strategy of diversification. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The Analysis of farm income and feasibility
Farm costs
The cost of farming in this study was divided into explicit costs and implicit costs. Explicit cost is the cost that is 
Farming Revenue
Revenue is obtained from the product between the amount of product produced and the price of the product. Untari (2014) suggests that the magnitude of acceptance depends on the amount of product produced with the selling price of the product.
The greater the number of products and product prices then farmers ' acceptance will also be getting bigger. There are two products namely rice and fish in minapadi Minapadi farming results in the form of paddy and fish, which are the factors that result in a higher income and profitability of the farmers. Farmers will receive the income from the sale of rice and fish sales. The price of products that tend to be unstable resulting in farmers will receive higher profits. The profit of farmers if they do the rice cultivation will be higher by 5 times than the profit if they do the non minapadi cultivation. However, the costs incurred in conducting the cultivation should also be taken into account, because in the cultivation of minapadi, farmers will incurred higher costs because of the additional cost for fish cultivation.
The feasibility of farming
Business feasibility is derived from the division between revenue and total costs incurred in the cultivation business which includes explicit costs and implicit costs. If the ratio value obtained more than 1 then the farming is feasible to run, meanwhile if the ratio value is less than 1 then this business is not feasible to run. The feasibility analysis of minapadi and non minapadi farming can be seen in table 4.
From table 4 above, it shows that
minapadi or non minapadi farms are equally feasible to be cultivated because the value of R/C ratio is more than 1. In minapadi farming, the value of R/C ratio is 1.43 which means that the cultivation business using minapadi system is worth to cultivate. The R/C ratio of 1.43 means that every IDR 1 incurred will get revenue of IDR 1.43. The value of R/C ratio obtained from the business using the minapadi system is greater than the value of R/C ratio of non minapadi system that is equal to 1.27. Therefore, it can be concluded that minapadi farming is more profitable compared to the non minapadi farming.
Risk Analysis of Farming
Cost and Income Risk
Farmers in a business would want a high income. This income is derived incur additional costs for fish farming so that the cost incurred by the farmers is higher.
From higher, farmers will also earn higher income. This is according to Suyati (2015) , that the greater the risk taken, the greater the expected returns received.
The Risks of Profit
In the cultivation of agriculture, the farmers would expect to get high profits.
Profits are the result of reduced receipts and total costs consists of explicit costs and implicit costs.
In minapadi and non minapadi farming profit risks as shown in the in minapadi farming is higher than in non minapadi farming. That is, the risk of farming profits of minapadi is higher than non minapadi farming as well. Although the level of risks that exist in minapadi farming is higher, the farmers will get higher profits as well.
Development Strategy
The data obtained from the farmers who conduct minapadi cultivation are collected and analyzed on internal and external factors and then will be analyzed for these factors to know the strategy that can develop the cultivation using minapadi system in Sleman Regency.
Internal factors
Factors affecting the internal environment in minapadi farming consist of strengths and weaknesses of it. By knowing the strengths and weaknesses that exist in minapadi farming in Sleman In addition, extension officers will guide farmers to be able to do the process well and true cultivation. According to Sadono (2008) Optimizing the role of the farmer groups by distributing minapadi products (S1,S2,T1)
Products produced by the average farmer are still bought by the collectors.
Farmer group is expected to be a container to accommodate the products minapadi so that the sale price of these products can be higher. It can also motivate the farmers to meet regularly. The meeting will be utilized 
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
Conclusion
In conducting minapadi farming, the number of earnings and profits of the farmers was higher than doing non minapadi business. In minapadi farming analysis, it does require a high enough cost because of the additional cost for conducting the fish farming. For farming income and profit, the cultivation business which uses minapadi system was higher than the non minapadi.
In the ratio of the feasibility of (R/C ratio) minapadi and non minapadi farming, the value obtained is 1.43 and 1.27 so that these two businesses were feasible to run. The R/C ratio of minapadi farming system was higher than the R/C ratio of non minapadi farming. Therefore, in conducting minapadi farming, it is more profitable than in non minapadi.
Risk analysis was measured from the variation coefficient value in farming.
The coefficient value of variation in cost, income and profit in minapadi farming was higher than in non minapadi farming. This means that minapadi farming is risky than non minapadi farming. Although minapadi farming is risky at cost, income and profit, the farmers will get a higher income and profit compared to non minapadi farming.
In determining the strategy of farming 
